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OR, 
CLEAR PHREOHEUY | 
That all the Children of Believing | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Parents are in the Covenant of 
Gracez And have as much a right to 
Baptiſm the now Seal of the Cove- 
nant , as the Infant Sezd of the Jew: 
the then Scal of 


had to Circumcihon , 
the Covenanr, 


- 
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Rom. 16. 17, 18. I beſeech you brethren mark 
them which cauſe drvifiens and offences, contrary to rhe | 7 * 
dofring ye have learned , and wound them: For they 
that are ſuch, ſerve not our Lard Jeſws Chrift, but 
their own belly ; and by good words and fair ſpeeches 
decevve the hearts of the fomple. 


By MICHAEL HARRISON, 
Miniſter of the Goſpel in P* P. 


LONDON: j 
Printed for Thom. Cockerill, at the Three Legs in the 
Peultrey, over-againſt the Srocks-Marker. 1694. 


DL — 


To all into whoſe hands this may fall; 
eſpecially thoſe who fit under my 
Miniſtry. 


Dear Friends, ; 


TJ = E are two things which do moſt 
evidently prove man by nature a loft 
Creature. 

The one is the exceeding propenſity and inclina» 
tion in the beart of every man to anal fin,Plal.58. 
3- Job15. 16. Though every man is not atin- 
ally guilty of every ſin, yet is there not a ſin in the 
world, but is ſeminally and vertually in every one's 
Natwre. ; 

The ther is that ſtrange infatuation the Under= 
Handing lieth under, and its proceneſs to miſtake 
FWarkneſs for light ; damnable and deformed Errots 
or beautiful and ſaving Truths And that which 
ſaddeſt of 'all, a tenacious adberence to, and 4 
eſolved perſeverance in, theſe by-paths of Ertor, is 
very oft @ mournful conſequence that follow # them. 
. Now as theſe two things do ſhew the fearful ru- 
nes and miſerable condition of all by Nature + Sv 
here are two things which all Goſptl-miniſters 
bold vebemently urge upon their people as effetinal 
medies againſt ſo dangerow and pernicious a ma- 


ty. 
The one is the abſolmte and indiſpenſible nectſhy 
the new birth; Joh. 3. 3: Except a ian be 
dom again,” he cannot fee the kingdom of 


od, This new birth'is no leſs than a renova» 
of all the Paxwers and Faculties of the Soul, a 
A 2 
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The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 


putting. off the old man, and a putting on Chriſt , 
4 changing that heart into a new gracious tender | 
beart, that was by natur: an old wnbelieving ftony 
beart ; any thing that perſons reſt in ſhort of this © 
new birth, is ſhirt of Salvation. 
The other is,. ſoundneſs of judgment in the Do- | 
Arine of Chriſt, it is not like that the Life ſhowld 
be boly, if the Underſtanding be corrupt ; there © 
are damnable Principles as well s damnable Pra- © 4 
Gices, 2 Pet, 2.1. y 
Iadeed all Errmeous Opinions are not aliks dan- | 
gerow ; ſuch as ſtrike at the fultlamental Articles 
of Chriſtianity are moſt deadly , fach as ert in leſ+ | os 
ſer Points, are not in ſo much danger. , 
Therefore, as the more fundamental and noble a © 
Diutirine is, the more earneſtly ſhould we contend 
for it 5, ſo the more diretily any Erroneous Opinion | 
Jubverts ſome fundamental Truth, the more zeal © 
and indignation we ſhrld ſbew againſt it ;, as alſo 
the greater care #0 antidate our ſelves and others 
agauit it. | - 
'. Now amongſt thoſe Erroneons DoGirines that , 
bave been lik; pricking” Briars , and wounding * 
Thorns, ever fince the beginning of the Keforma- 
tion, to the Protejtant Churches , theſe wild and 
Erroneons D»irines that bave been broached by the of 
Antipedo Baptifts, on Anabaptiſts, bave not crea- >. | 
ted" the leaft trouble to the Church of Chriſt, but 
bave been'a perpetxcal vexation and trouble to 
all ' our godly Reformer , 'as is evident by 
the ſad complaints -of thoſe godly men in their 
Books, as 'who will but read the Works 
Lives of Calvin, Luther , Zainglius , —_ 


» 


The Epiſtle Dedicatory. 
[&ton, Occulampadius, Muſculus, &c, and oxr 
SEngliſh Divines , may be abundantly ſatisfied. 
3 The danger many of you were in of being ſucked in 
among the Anabapriſts, or at leaſt to yoin with them 
n excluding your Infants from iſm, the Seal 
f the Covenant, was that which firſt pat me upon 
aching upon thic Subj.&t;, and it is the earneſt re- 
weſt of ſeveral of you, that makgs me conſent to the 
' ®Printing of it. The Sermons you have lately heard 


[ this Text, have been ( glory to Free Grace } 


admirable uſe 11 eftabliſh and ſettle thoſe of you 
bat were ſtapgering in this DoMSine ; that where- 


there was many ſcruples in many perſons about 
ow Baptiſm , yet now there are very few, if 
ny, of thoſe that conſtantly frequent this Congre= 
Wation, but have attained great ſatisfation. 
* As God that knows my heart , can teſtify for 
we, that it tr not yours, but you, that 1 | ſeek, your 
| y ſe nt holineſs and eternal happizeſs ; ſo my great- 
joy amongſt you will be to find that my labonr is 
not in vain x, that you are gained to Chriſt , and 
joined to him by ſo firm a faith as the gates of 
Hell may never prevail againſt. 
I bliſs God for that encouragement I bave had 
amongſt you, many of you that ſprung from Parents 
of the oppoſite Perſuaſion, having ſo cbearfolly lifted 
* yorrr ſelves in Chrift 3 Service, and by recei 
rift 1 Preſi- money, have more ſolemnly SY 
ſelver to be bus Servants for ever. And that 
many of you, and many even of adult age, have 
Frbought it their honowr to be catechiſed in the Pub- 
© lick Congregation, which, 1 hope, will be followed 
by many others. 
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The Epiſtle Dedicatory: 
In ſhort , Tour exceeding willingnſs to wait on * 


the Miniſtry with thoſe ſaving impreſſions which, 7 


I hope, God hath made on many of your hearts, are 
to.me a ground of hope, that what is ſo bopefuly 
begun amongſt you, will be as comfortably finiſhed 
i the glory of God, and your Eternal Salvation. | 
If any demand 4 reaſon, why one who willingly 
acknowledges bimſelf to be the wnfitteſt of a thou- © 


ſand, bath attempted this work,, which hath been © 


ſo well performed by ſeveral abler Pens ? T only an- 
ſwer, That what others have done, being either too 
voluminous , or Anſwers to other Books , were 
therefore not ſo proper : Beſides , they that know 
my Circumſtances, the confident repeated Challenges, 
the reſtleſs Infinuztions of the Anabaptiſts, together * 
with the various Attempts that the Perſons of that 
Perſuaſion have made to enſnare and draw away 


my Hearers ( though T bleſs God with no ſucceſs ) ». 


to their own way); will ſee that T lay under a kind © 
of neceſſity for what I have done. 

Chriſtian, tu1y thy own beart , love all that 
fear God, though differently perſuaded in ſome leſ- 
ſer things. And pray for him who deſires to ſerve 


thee in our common Saviour, 


Michael Harriſon. 
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: R GE N.. 17. 7. 

: RAnd I will eftabliſh my covenant between 

, me and thee, and thy ſeed after thee, 

y ® t#n their generations, for an everlaſt- 

) » ng covenant, Tobe a God unto thee, 

and thy ſeed after thee. = 


OD having in Gen. 12. 3. pro- 

miſcd Abraham, that in him all na- 

Y tions ſhould be bleſſed 5 comes now 

in this 17th Chapter in a more 


Vexpreſs and formal manner to eſtabliſh his 
S$Covenant with Abraham : In which obſerve 
hree things. 


1. The Perſons covenanting, 
XF 1. Ex parte Dei, God ſtands on the otic 
Fide of the Covenant : O the Infinite Condeſ- 
cention of the Great God, to take any notice 
of loſt Sinners ! that *when we had broken 
A 4 the 


+ 
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the Firſt Covenant, that he ſhould condeſcend © 
fo make a Second Covenant , a Covenant of 


Grace with lolt Sinners ! 


2. Ex parte Abrahami , Abraham and his *% 
Seed ftand on the other fide of the Cove. , 
nant 3 with thee and thy ſeed after thee : This: 


Sced of Abraham is to be limited according 
to Scripture z not in Iſhmael. nor his Seed by 
Ketura, but in Iſaac ſhall thy ſeed be called, Gen. 
21.12, | 

Abrabam had a two-fold Sced. 


1. A Natural Seed by Generation, which *# 
are Abraham's Seed by promiſe ; Roms. 9.7,8. * 
Neither becauſe they are the Seed of Abraham, 
are they all Children, but in Iſaac ſhall thy* 


ſeed be called. 
2. A Spiritual! Seed ; and theſe were <&- 


ther the Profelited Gentiles under the Law, 7 
who did bclieve in, and worſhipped the God | 


ham's Spiritual Seed ; Rom. 4. 16. Therefore 
i is of faith, that the promiſe might be ſure to al | 


of Abrabam ; and fo were by Circumcihon, | 
the then Seal of the Covenarr, taken into 4- 
brahams Family; or clf- all Believers under 
the Goſpel; who though they are not of 
Abraham's Natural Poſtcrity, are yet Abra- 


the ſeed, not only that which is of the law ( vt. 
the Jews) but to that alſo which is of the faith 


of Abraham, who is the father of ws all, i. e. the 


Gentile Believers, So Gal. 3. 29, By both” 
which places the Apoſile afſure:h the Gentiles, 
That if they are by faith tran (planted into, 
Chriſt, ehen were they Abraham's ſeed, and 


might 


vi 
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d night claim all the Promiſes and Priviledges 
f ff the Covenant made with Abrabam, as if 

Fhey had been Abrabam's Natural Seed by Ge- 
s ®ncration from Iſaac. 

* 2. Here is the duration of this Covenant 
n everlaſting, a perpetual, or an eternal Co- 
g Tenant 3 a Covenant to laſt for evermore z 
y To the Hebrew word SD Gnolam proper- 
y lignities: This Covenant was not to be ta- 
en down by Mbſes, no nor by Chriſt, buc 
as that everlaſting Covenant which was ra- 
Fificd and ſealed with the Blood of Chriſt, 
. Hb. 13. 20. 

4 3. Here are the Cgnditions of this Cove. 

ant z on God's part, I will be to thee a God, 
hich carries in it all manner of Temporal, 
piritual, and Etcrnal Bleflings z as Pardon, 
*$anRtihcation, and Erernal Life , Pſal. 144+ 
| 24, 15- 
, 3 And on Abraham's part ; he and his Seed 
- Fvcre to be the Lord's peculiar People, ro 
rf ®walk bctore God in holine\s, and fincere obc- 
f *Wience, Gen, 15. 1. 17. 8,9, 10. 


= 


p $ Do&. That Covenant of Grace which God 
| Imade with Abraham, of which Circumciſion then 
was, and Baptiſm now is the Seal 5 is a Covenant 
; Un which all Believers and their Children are com 
> FDrebended. 
\& ln ſpeaking to this Doctrine, I ſhall by Di- 
, Fvine affiſtance do theſe five things. 
1. Briefly ſhew you the nature of the Co- 
| F venant of Grace. 
| 2. Prove 


(4) 


2. Prove this Covenant mide with A4br- 
ham to be a Covenant of Grace. | 

3. That Circumciſion then was, and Bap-, 
tiſm now is. a Scal! of this Covenant. 

4. All Believers arc in it. 

5, That all che [Infants of Believing Parents 
are in this Covenant, and have as much a 
right to the now Seal of the Covenant, which 
is Baptiſm, as the Infants of the F-wws had to 
the then Seal of the Covenant, which was 
Circumicition. 


1. The nature of the Covenant of Grace. | 
The Covenant of Gface is God's gracious 
Promiſe of delivering trom a ſtate of Sin and 
Death, and bringing into a fate of Salvation 4 
by Jeſus Chritt, all that by faith fly to, and ; 
lay hold on him. | 
- In which Covenant we may take notice, 
1. The Parties in covenant; God is on the 
one part of the Covenant, and Believers an * 
their Children on the other part, as has been 
proved. 
2. That on cur part Chriſt is the principal a 
Head and Repreſentative in this Covenant z 7? 
for this Covenant was made with Chriſt as 
the Second Adam, and in him with all the Z 
Ele, as his Seed , Gal. 3. 16. Rom. 5. 15- 
to the end. 1/2. 53.10, 11. 
3. Jeſus Chrilt is the Mediator of this Co- 
venant, 2 Tim, 2.5, 
4. Hercin God promiſes Life and Salvation 
* all P:licvers, 1 Fobn 5.11,12, 
5, The 


f 


(5) 
5. The Condition of che Covenant on our 
rt is Faith, Mark 16. 16, 

6. Herein the Holy Spirit is abſolutely 
omiſed to work. Faith and all -othcr 
Graces in us, Prov. 1.22. Exzek. 36. 27. and 
<e tirlt grace of Converhion is abſolutely pro- 
iſcd us without any reſpe&t to the will of 
an, Ezzk. 36. 25, 26. 

2 This Covenant God made with Abraham 
a Covenant of Grace; it mult cither be 
Covenant of Works, or a Covenant of 
Trace ; but a Covenant of Works it is not, 
that requires perſonal perfect Obedience 
m all; and in caſe of fin lays the Sinner 


” der a curſe, Gal. 3. 10,12, Rom. 10. 5, 
be 8 is a Covenant of Grace, 'as is evident. 
ad ome Phraſe, I will be thy God, and you 


people, is never found but in a pro- 
. Ie of word Covenant of Grace; as Gen.15.1. 
229. 45. fer. 24.7. 31-33. 32-37, 38, 
. Ezck. 11.18, 19, 20. 34.22,23, 24, 25« 
«23, Zech. 8, 8. 2 Cor. 6.16. Kev. 21.3. 
2. It was the Covenant of Grace ; for it's 
p Everliſting Covenant, which is a property 
the Covenant of Grace, 2 Sam. 23.7. Heb. 
*. 2©, 
3- It's a Covenant of Grace ; for we tind' 
t in all After-diſcoveries and Repetitions 
the Covenant of Grace, the Spirit of God 
... Wth reſpect rothis 3 as Det. 29. 10, 11, 12, 
al.105. 42, Atis 2.39. 
4- It was a Covenant of Grace; for Cir- 
ncihon, the Scal of it, was a Goſpel-ordi- 
nance z 


(6s) 
nancez Rom. 4.11. it was a Sign and Seal of 
the Righteouſneſs of Faith, 4. e. of Chritt. 
5. It's a Covenant of Grace ; - for that 
Phraſe, I will bs to thee a God, contains all 
Goſpcl-bletftings in it, Hb. 11.9, 10, 13,14. 
Gal. 3, 18. | 
6. Many Scriptures teſtify it was ſoz Michs' 


7.19, 20. Lake 1.72, 73. 74 


3, That Circumcition then was,and Baptiſm 
now is, the Seal of this Covenant: That Cir- 
cumcilon then was a Scal, is evident, Gen.J7., 
10. Rom.4.1t. Whocver would be a viſible” 
Church- member mult oc circumciſed, 

Circumciſion is now abol:ſhcd by Chriſt, 
Eph. 2.15. 1 Con. 7.19 

And Baptiſm now ſerves to the ſame pur- 
poſe ; whoever will be a Member of the Chri- 
ſtian Church , muſt be bavtited ; there's no 
change in the Covenant, only the Rite 
admitting Mcmbers is changed , Matth. 28, 
18, 19. Ads 2.41. Col. 2.10,11, 12. 

4. All Pclievers are in this Covenant z this | 
is abundantly evident, Rom. 4.11,12,13, 14, 
15. Gal. 3. 29, The Covenint was made? 
with Abraham as a t«licver. avd with all Be- 
lievers as well as him. Perſons mm y be ſaid 
to be in covenant in a twofold re{peR. 

1. Internally arid inviſibly; as united 05 
Chriſt, living Branches, kui: to Chiilt by a8 
vital union; and thus only the Elect are in 
covenant : The Covenant thus conlidered 6. F 
not che ground of Baptiſm z it we mult bap-! 
e17ze 


. 
»- 
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Se none but ſuch as. are vitally in Chriſt, 
ven mult we baptize none 4 becaule tho we 
e the outward pr: t:flion, we do not know 
ho belong to the Election of Grace, 
4 2. Perſons are externally and vitialy in co- 
nant, Det. 29.10,11,12,13. Thusali who 
<1 ÞWofeſs Chritt, Tarcs and W heat, wife Vir- 
ns and fooliſh, Math. 25, 1, 2,3, 4. This 
the ground of Baptiſm; we do not baptize 
ſons a« the Ele& of God, or Intants as the 
fants of the Ele. but as making 2 vilible 
bd credible profeſſion of Religion ; fo the 
Wpoltles did preſently baptize fuch as did 
af oc (s repentance towards God , and faith 
wards our Lord Jclus Chriſt z AQ. 2. 4r. 
Simon Magus , in barely profeiling to believe 
ur- Ih Chriſt, was baptilcd. 
11i- *F Thus all thoſe who viſibly profeſs Chriſti- 
pity, and arc baptiſed in the name of Chriſt, 
xd do not ſcandalous Sins, notoriouſly con- 
 Madict their Protection, ate to be acccunted 
&licvers in Covenant, and thcic Childien to 
be baptiſed, Fzk, 16. 20, 21. 
7 3.That all lufants of ſuch believing Parents 
ein the Covenant of Grace, and have as 
uch a righe to Baptiſm, the now Seal of the 
ovenant, as the Infants of the Jews had to 
ircumciſion, the then Seal of the Cove- 
nf. 
This is the principal thing deligned from 
1 This Text, 
53 There arc, you know, a fort of reſile(s 
People amongſt us, who are perpetually let- 
ting 


iſm 
2ir- 
17.4 
ble 


1ſt, 


C8) 
ting fly, and with great indignation ſpurning® 
at Infant Baptiſm : telling you, your Infants. 
have no right to the Scal of the Covenant, 
and thereby tempt you to be cruel to che Chil-? 
dren of your own Bowels, ſetting them a- 
mong Pagans and Inhdels. 

Therefore | hope it will be an acceptable 3 
ſervice to plead the Cauſe of your poor In- * 
fants, who cannot yet ſpeak a word for them- + 
ſelves; to aſſert and prove their right to the _ 
Covenant, and the initiating Seal thercof, i 
which is Baptiſm, I hope to hind very few 
amongſt you who will join with the Enemy 
ot Intants, but rather put to a helping 
hand to reſtore them thoſe Priviledges 
= allows them. In ſpeaking to this, 1 * 

4 

1. Lay down ſome Concluſions to clear? 
the Doctrine of Infant Baptiſm. 

2, Prove the Doctrine by ſeveral Argu- - 
ments. 

3» Shew the dangcrous Conſcquence of 
denying Infant .3aptiſm. 

4. Anſwer Objcctions, 

5. Prove that Dipping over head in bapti- * 
Zing, in thele old Countreys, is no Ordinance + 
of God, but a grievous in. 


CHAP. 
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ng CHAP. I. 


ts 


my Containing five Introduttory Conſider 4- 
+ tions, very needful for the right un- 

derſtanding the Controverſy of In» 
le 3 fant Baptiſm. 


” x. Onlider, that a Doctrine or Practice 
| + may be proved to be of God two 
' Fays. 

% # 1. By the expreſs words of Scripture; as 
!Y the ReſurreRion of the dead may be proved 


'S from ſuch a Text as cannot be denied by any 
©5 ; that own the Scripture to be God's Word 3 
Jobn 5. 28, All that are in the grave ſhall 
eamne forth. 
+ 2, Or from Evident Conſcquences drawn 
Scripture z then have we the mind of 
Thrift, when we have the right meaning of 
p ipture z thus Chri(t proves the Reſurre- 
ion to the Sadduces, Luke 20. 37, 38. Now 
that the dead are raiſed, even Moſes ſexved at the 
, I, when be calleth the Lord, 16be God of Abra- 
'” am, the God of Iſaac, and the God of Facob 
pod is not the God of the dead, but of the living. 
3 Now this Scripture doth not prove the Re- 
rrection in dire terms, but remotely, and 
dy conſequence. How little ſatisfation would 
his Text have given our Modern Anabaptiſis, 
t they had been preſent at the Diſpute be- 
* Ween Chriſt and the Sadducer; would they not 
: have 


]- 


(10) 
have reprov'd Chriſt for his Impertinerce ?? 
We will not bclieve the dead will rife, un- 
lets we have a plain Text ; would not theſe © 
mcn have repor:ed abroad that Chritt could / 
could not prove the Reſurrection ? F 

Thus they deal with us at this day ; 
challenge you, lay they , to prove Infant Baptiſm 
to be God's Ordinance z bring w a plain Text," 
and we will believe. 

Now if we prove Infant Baptiſm as plainly 
as Chriſt proved the ReſurreCtion, then it is 7 
cert:inly God's Ordinance and we are bound ” 
to own it. 

Mott we believe nothing but what we have 
rotidem wverbis, in guſt fo many words in Scrip- 
rure? chen how (hall we prove the nrit day - 
ot the Weck to be the Chriſtian Sabbath ? 
That a Woman may come to the Lord's Tz 
ble ? That a Chr'ſtian may be a Magiſtrate? 

2, Ovſcrve, That a mind prepoſſeſſed with 6 
Error and Prejudice, that is, not ſeeking 
Truth, but only Comething todefend their pre- 
fmt Embraced Opinions, will nor be fatished, 
let the Text be never foclerr,or theArgument 
never {o nrmly built upon Scripture z but will - 
ſtill be inventing, ſome (hiſt or other to ward 7 
off the force of any Text or Argument. 

This is evident in the Example of the Sad- | 
duces beforementioned z we find indeed 
Chriſt tilenced them, but we do not tind fo 
much as one of them convinced, and brought 
off to a ſound mind. 


Mcn 
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Men are generally fo fond of their Errors, 
hat when they are beaten out of one hold, 
hey fly to another. - 

3. Thoſe Doftrines which were clearly re- 
caled, and fully conhrmed in the Old Teſta- 
ent, though little or nothing be ſaid of 
Shem in the New Teſtament, and were never 
epealed , are yet to be owned, received and 
elieved, as if much hag been ſaid of them 

the New Teltament ; ſhe whole Scripture 
God's Word, and what need of proving 
e ſame thing twice, unlels the Authority 
Df the Old Teſtament were queſtioned ? this 
evident in the lawfulneſs of ,a Chriſtian 
agiltracy , in an Oath before a Magiſtrate, 
d making war upon a juſt occafion: There 
ſo little (aid of theſe things in the New 
+ MHeftament, many of the Anabaptiſts have 
>» Henied them; yet theſe being fully ſetled and 
> _$onfirmed by God in the Old Teſtament, arc 
Ne —— though little be ſaid of them in 
—_ ew. 

4, Now this is the caſc of Infant Baptiſm. 

ne * The Queſtion is not by what Sign, but at 
i11 avhat Age, perſons arc to be admitted into 
e vilible Church ? 

3 Now this was fully determined in the Old 

I citament, That Infants at cight days old 


"x 


Ts 
ele * 
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d- 
-d vere to be admitted Members of the Vifſi- 
{© WÞle Church ; and ſuppoſe little be faid of ir 


in the New Teſtament, it is becauſe there was 
no need of it ; this truth having beey once 

led in the Old Teſtament, and never re- 
pealed. B 4+ Thoſe 


(12) 

4. Thoſe Dodtrines which were once® 
throughly (crled in the Old Teſtament, and” 
never aglled in queſtion by any in the New, 
there was no occaſion given to ſpeak of them 
again. 

We find, that what was but darkly _—_ 
in the Old Teſtamenc, and much queſtioned 
in the New, is fully cleared ; and much is * 
faid of it, as that glorious Dodtrine of Juſtih- 
cation by the imputation of the Righteouſ 
nels of Chriſt : This was very darkly hinted 
in the Old Teſtament, and very much oppo- | 
ſed by Legal Preachers in the New Tetts 
ment , therefore much is (aid in the New 
Teſtament to clear it. 

But Infants right to the Covenant, or to 
Church-memberſhip, there was much ſaid 
of it in the Old Teltament, and it was neve 
denied or called in queſtion by any in the 
Apoſtles days; they wcre (ctled, and had had 
peaceable poſſeſſion of their Priviledges eva © 
lince Abrabam's time. 

Had any in the Avoſiles days (crupled in In- 
fants Right, very much would have been faid | 
of itz for the Jews, who tenacioully adhe-, | 
red to their old Priviledges, would never fo * 
filently have ſuffered their Children to be caſt - 
out of covenant, without taking notice of it. 

A Do@trine may be very clear, the Scrip- 
tures brought to prove, and the Argument 
thence deduced clear and convincing 4 and 
yet it may remain dark to one that is unca- 
pable of diſcerning it, An Objet may be 
| very 
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ery obvious, and yet not well diſcerned, by 
Seaſon the Eye is clouded. How plain are the 
Dodrines of the Trinity z the Divine Nature 
df Chriſt ; Juſtification by Imputed Righte- 
F nels, &ec. and yet many are {© blind as not 
ar q| ſee theſe things ? 

1c®"$ So the matter in debate, viz. That the In- 


nce? 
and : 
eW, 
cm 


2, nts of believing Parents have a right to Bap- 
| c im, is as clear to me as the other, yet ma- 
= will not ſee it. The generality of Chri- 


ns are but Babes in knowledge, have but 
tk and confuſed apprehenhons of the 
ls eſt Truths in Religion , and muſt needs 

much more at a loſs in what hath not that 
dcarneſs and perſpicuiry in it. 


did Sr 

Ve 

the CHAP. I 

jad 

yet Cour aining the Firſt Argument for In 
fant Beptiſes 


: 


il F F God doth own the Infant Seed of Be- 
lievers as his, then they ought to receive 
the Token of his ſo owning of them. 

2} But God doth own'the Infant Sced of Be- 
ers as his, therefore they ought to receive 


p the Token of his ſo owning of them, which 
os Baptiſm. 
- Now that God doth own the Infant Seed 


Believers as his, I prove by theſe Four Ar- 
i. 


(14) 
t, If the Children of believipg Parents are! 
God's Children, their Sons and Daughters; 
his Sons and Daughters, then God owns! 
them. 

But the Children of believing Parents are 
God's Children, as is evident, Ezek, 16. 20, 
21. Moreover, thou baſt taken thy ſons and thy 
Aamobters * mwhb»m thou baſt born wnto me, and : 
theſe baſt thou ſacrificed to be devoured : Thou batt * 
fliin my children and delivered them to paſs through 
the fire for them. Thele Idolatrous Iſraelite: 
were at this time much degenerated, but yer.” 
God had not given them a bill of Divorce,” 
the Covenant was not difſolved ; and there- .* 
fore thcle Children born within the Cove 
nant, were God's Children ; and his, no 
merely by right of Creation, fo all are his ' 
but by right of Covenant. There was lieth 
reaſon to believe the Parents were gracious; 
but however, bciog viſibly in covenant, God , 
claims their Children as his own, as belong- 
ing to his Church and Family by a Covenant 
Right. 

2. If the Children of ſuch Parents, whe 
are one or both of them Believers, are fc 
derally holy, then God owns them: but the $\ 
former is true, 1 Cor: 7. 14. therefore the #t 
latter, elſe were your children mnclean ; bu 
now are they boly + the quetlion was, Whe ur 
ther when the Husband was a Believer, andJur 
the Wife an Unbeliever ; or the Wife a Bc 
liever, and the Husband a n, they migh 
yet continue to live with t —— 
| al 


| (157 
o this the Apoſile anſwers, they might, and 
r3 Fives this reaſon for it, viz. The nnbeliever is 
ns Manttifi:d by the believer : SanGtihed inScripture 
SÞſually tignifies either 


re 


1. Savingly ſanGifted by Grace and Spi- 
Fitual Life infuſed into the Soul by the Spiric 
{St God : or, 
# X 2. Setting Perſons apart for fume holy 
þ Wie or Office ; as the Prieſts, Sabbath, Ta- 
7 nacle, and all che Utenfils thereof, and all 
It People of Iſraeh. who were circumciſed ; 
t the unbelieving Husband or Wife here 
» Were landtihed in neither of theſe reſpeRs ; 
» Shercfore it's otherwiſe to be underitood. 
{ Candidatus oft fidei , ay fome, they are in a 
+ Tir way of being won over to the Faith of 
; Chriſt, or prepared by God for ſuch a uſe; 
ſanRified Hgniftes in Ia. 13.3. but the 
| @caning is plainly this : That in regard that 
- ll che Faithful are Heirs of the Covenant of 
race, Gen. 17. 1. I will eftabliſs my covenant = 
tween me and thee, and thy ſeed after thee, in 
; Worry generations, for an everlaſting covenant, 10 be 
» God mnto thee, and to thy ſeed after thee. 
Gs 2. 39. The promiſe is to you, and to your 
" Whildren : This Promiſe being to believing Pa- 
ents, and their Infants, this Covenant the 
abelieving Party cannot undo by his or her 
nbcliet ; hence their Children were holy. 
1. Not merely legitimate ; for fo they 
would have been, had both the Parents been 
Pagans z to lay as the Anabaptiſts do, they 
B 3 are 
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are not Baſtards ; is, faith Doftor Featly, «* 

ard Expoſuton. | 
_ Nor can it be meant, that they are ſa 
ved, juſtifed and ſanCtihed by the Holy Ghoſt, 
(though if that were the ſenſe, it would not 
contradic. but confirm the Dodtrine of In- 
fant Baptiſm ; for whoever hath Juſtificati-® 
on and Sandtification , the thing hgnified by "S, 
Baptiſm, hath undoubtedly a right to the * 
Sign and Seal. 

3+ Then by holy muſt unavoidably be 
meant federally holy z i. e. within the Cove- 
nants as the Infants of the Jews were a holy * 
Seed, and had a right to Circumciſion fo 
the Infants of Chrittian Parents, though but : 
one of them a Believer, had a federal holinefs 
and a right to be baptiſed, as if both the Pa- 
rents had been Believers. 

4. If the Kingdom of Heaven belongs to 
little Children, then Chriſt owns them ; but - 
the Kingdom of Heaven doth belong t 
them, Matth.19.13,14- Then were there brought "1 
little children unto bim, that be ſhould put be q 
hands on them, and pray , and the diſciples rebuw- © 
hed them 3 But Jeſus ſaid, Suffer little children, © © 
and forbid them not to come unto me, for of ſuch - 

i« the kingdom of beaven, Here Chriſt declares 
the Kingdom of Heaven belongs to them. By + 
the Kingdom of Heaven is meant, cither the 27 
Kingdom of Glory in the next World, or the. 
Kingdom of Grace here z the latter is moſt? 
probable, for fo the Church is called, Marth. 
22.1, 2, q 


Now 
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"7 Now be it the one, or the other, its evi- 
#dent Chriſt owned them as his. 
'X 5. 1f the promiſe of the Covenant of 
1 FOrace may be made to the Infant Seed of 
Believers, then Chrift owneth them $ but the 
promiſe of the Covenant of Grace is to the 
" Mnfant Secd of Believers, as well as to their 
| heving Parents; Gen. 17. 7. 1 will ftablif 
covenant between me and thee , and thy feed 
& thee in their generations for an everlaſting 
ant, to be a God nnto ther, and thy ſeed af- 
thee. And this Promiſe the Apoſtle recites 
5 belonging to all Believers, A&: 2. 39. The 
iſe is to you, and to your children. 
Now from all it's abundantly evident, that 
= doth own the Children of believing Pa- 
en 


ts as his : Therefore they ought to receive 

he Token of his fo owning them, which is 
ptiſm. The concluſion is unavoidably; If it 

. evident God owns a Perſon, that Perſon 
Sought to be baptized ; let him ſhew, that can, 
any reaſon why a Perſon ſo owned by God 
Mhould not be admitted into the Church by 
*X Baptiſm, 
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off WF % OW (© 


Containing the Second Argument for | 
Infant Baptiſm. | 


F the Infants of believing Parents ought | 
to be received and admitted viſible © 


Church- members, then fuch Infants ought 
to be baptizcd z but the Infants of believing 
Parents ought to be received and admitted 


viſible Church-members, therefore they ought ; 


to be baptized. 

Now that ſuch Infants ought to be received 
into the viſible Church as vihble Church- 
members, I prove by theſe Arguments. 


Argument 1. If by the merciful Gift and 
Appointment of God, not yet repealed, ſome 
Infants were once to be admitted Members of 
the viſible Church by vertue of the Covenant 
of Grace ; then *tis certain (ome Intants arc 
{fill to be fo admitted ; but the former is 
true, therefore the latter. 

Two things muſt here be done to ſhew, 

1, That ſome Infants were once admitted 
Members of the viſible Church, 

2, That chis Church- m——_ Was nc- 
ver repcaled. 


1, Some Infants were once ſo admitted by 3 


vertue of the Covenant of Grace, If any ge- 
ny this, thus it is proved. 
1. In- 
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1, Infants were part of them that entered 
to covenant with the Lord God, and into 
"Sis Oath, that he might take them to be a pe- 
liar People to himielt ; Dext 29. 10 11,12, 
3,14,15. Te ſtand this day all of yuu before the 
4 your God 1 your captains of your tribes. your 
"Waders with your officers, with all the min of Iſrael. 


c t. Towr little ones, your wives. &c. 12. That 
[ ſhouldeft enter into covenant with the Lord thy 
4 d, and into bis oath which the Lord thy God 
1 2 th with thee this day. 13. That be iftablit 
ef to day for a people nnto himſelf; and that be 


pay be nnto thee 4 God, as be bath ſaid unto thee ; 
d as be bath ſmorn wnto thy fatbers, to Abro- 
m, to Iſaac, and to Jacoh. 14. Neither with 
FE! do I make this covenant, and this oath 1 


v.15. with bim that flandetb bere with 
bs day before the Lord your God z but with bim 
t is not here with ts this day. 

7 This was not a new Covenant, but a re» 
acwing the Covenant made with Abrabam, as 
#$13- Into this Covenant their little ones pre+ 
- were taken, and their lietle ones yet un- 

Den. 
2, Infants were engaged to God by the Seal 
the Covenant, which was Circumcifion.Ger. 
27.10. Circumcition was pot a meer politick 
Mice, as ome. Frantick Anrabaptiſis have 

—Corcamed ; but a Scal of the Covenant of 

© Grace, Rom. 4.11. He received the Sign of 

SCircumcifion as a Seal of the Righteouineſs 

of Faith: That is, Circumcifion was 1. 4 

SSign ; of what ? of the Circumciſion of the 

| heart 
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heart by the Spirit of Chriſt ; of the mortify. * 
ing and killing the old man z of the (ad 
of Sin, both original and aQtual z and the 
way of recovery by Jeſus Chriſt. 2, It's: 
Seal of the Righteouſneſs of Faith z that 
is, of the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt imputed® 
to the Believer, and received by faith ; this 
is a Periphraſis of the Covenant of Grace, } 
wherein righteouſneſs is promiſed, and mad: | 
over to us in a way of belicving. 
3+ Infants were baptized to Moſer in the ? 
Cloud, and in the Sea, 1 Cor. 10.1, 2, 3. And $ 
Stephen calls that Aſſembly , whereof they 
were Members, the Church in the Wilder 
neſs. 

From hence it is evident beyond rational 
contradiction , that Infants were ſometime: 
taken into the viſible Church, as viſible 
Church-members, by vertue of the Covenant 
of Grace. 


Secondly , That this Infant Church-mem- 

ip was never repealed. 

For if Infant Church- memberſhip be repeal- 
ed, then that repeal muſt be cither in Mercy or 
Judgment but it was in neither, therefore it | 
was never repealed. | 

r. Infant Church-memberſhip was never | 
repealed in Judgment; for God never revoke 
his Covenant to any People, till firſt that © 
People break covenant with him, which In- 


fants never did ; therefore once taken * 
into covenant, 'tis certain God did never caſt * 
them out. Now * 


(21) 
Now it was a mercy to have Infants taken 
o covenant, Dent, 29.10,11,12, therefore 
this Privilege be revok'd, it muſt be in 
Judgment ; for as it is a great Mercy to be in 

e viſible Church, (o 'tis a fore Judgment to 
Se out of it, to be caſt out of covenant. 

$ Now if Infant Church- memberſhip be re- 
al'd, then the Infants of Believers under 
the Goſpel are in a much worſe condition 
n before Chriſt's Incarnation ; certainly 
riſt did not come to make our Children 
iſerable, or to put them into a worſe condi- 
than they were in before x this would 
bake Chriſt a Deſtroyer, who is the only Sa- 

Dur. 

» But certainly the Church is now in a much 
_ = condition, and her wn nr = 
" ple and larger than they were betore ; the 
Y 1 loſt none of her, Privileges , but gained 
ny more , Heb. $. 6. A more excellent minis 
&\. wy" of mw Rom. $5.15, 16, 17. "Tis 
,. certain Infants are not. thrown out of cove- 
nant, for that would mach darken the Grace 
1, of God received in the Gof| 
x > 2. Nor is Infant Church memberſhip re- 
» I'd in Mercy ; for it can be no Mercy to 
ake away a Mercy, unleſs it means to give 
,q = greater Mercy in the room of it, Now let 
> the Anabaptiſts ſhew what greater Mercy God 
ie hath given in the room of Infant Church- 
Jonnorana there is none ; Therefore it 
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q was never repealed. 


2..1f 


| 


* 
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2, If that Covenant, by vertue where 
Infants were received into the viſible Chucch, 
was the Covenant of Grace, then *tis certain 
it was never repeal'd, 

But that Covenant, by vertue wherect > 
they were taken in, was the Covenant «<0 
Grace, therefore it was never repealed, But 
that Covenant, by vertue whereof they were | 
taken into the viſible Church, was the Cove- 
nant of Grace, as is moſt evident, Dext. 29, 

| 


10,11, 12. And fo the Covenant made with 
Abrabam, whereof Circumcilion was a Seal, 
Gen. 17. 7, 10.- as the Apoſtle clearly proves, 
Rom. 4.11- Now the Covenant of Grace is 
an everlaſting Covenant, 2 Sam.23.5. never 
was, nur ever will be repeal'd. 

Infant Church-memberſhip was no Cere- 
mony, neither was it any part of the Cere- 
monial Law ; if any fay it was, let them ſhew 
what it typified under the Goſpel. 

If it were a Ceremony, then the Materials * 
of the Church would be a Ceremony, and fo 
the Church it ſelf, which would be very ab- 
furd to affirm. | 

Neither was it part of the Moral Law, the © 
Covenant of Works , whatever pains ſome 
of the oppoſite Perſuation have taken + 
to prove it; for the Covenant of Works © 
knows no Mercy z neither was it any part of © 
the Judicial Law, for Chureh- memberſhip & 
was not a piece of meer Policy z the Church 
is one thing, and the Commonwealth ano- © 
ther. | 

3, If 


of þ 


h, 


of® 
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3. If there be no mention or record of the 
epeal of Infant Church-memberſhip in any 
part of the New Teſtament, then it is moſt 
ertain it was never repealed. But there is 
pn record of any fuch Repeal in any part of 


She New Tellament , therefore it was ne- 
ex repealed ;, if any fay it was, ler them 
ew where that Repeal is recorded. *'Tis 
e, Circumciſion is ceaſed, becauſe it was 
Ceremonial Type ; but Infant Church- 
emberſhip being no T ype or Ceremony, is 


t ccaſcd. 


| Argument 2, If an Infant was Head of the 
viſible Church, then an Infant may be a Mem- 
x of the viſible Church. But an Infant was 
Head of the viſible Church ; for who will de- 
_ Hy, but that Jeſus Chriſt was Head of the vi- 
ible Church in his infancy ? what honour 
was done to Chriſt in his infancy both by 
Angels and men ? Hence it appears, 


1. That the Nonage of Infants doth not 
make them uncapable of being Church- 
amembers, ſuppoſing God's will. 
* 2. It thews, that it is the will of God that 
. it ſhould be ſoz becauſe Chriſt paſſed through 


each Age to ſanRify it to us. Thus Irene, 
> who lived about an hundred and fifty years 


F 


after Chriſt , theſe are his words; Ideo per 


> omnem wenit etatems, & infantibus Infans fattus, 
Oe. Therefore Chriſt paſſed through every 
Age ; for Infants he was made an Infant, 

ſanQi- 
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ſanRifying Infants 4 in little Children, being" 
a little Child, Gautifying them that have tha 7 
very Age ; here's clear proot from Antiquity 
of Infant Church-memberſhip. 


Argument 3. If Infants are federally holy, 
then they have a right to viſible Church, 
memberſhip z but Infants are federally holy, © 
1 Cor. 7. 14. as we have before ſhewed, and 
all ound Interpreters tell us. 


Argument 4. If Infants belong to the King- 
dom of Heaven, then they belong to, and are 
Members of the vitible Church ; but Infants 
do belong to the Kingdom of Heaven, there- 
fore they belong to the vilible Church, Now 
ſome Infants do belong to the Kingdom of 
Heaven, Matth. 19. 14. Suffer little children to 
come wato me, and forbid —_— 
the kingdom of heaven. By the Kingdom of 
Heaven here, muſt needs be meant, cither the 
Kingdom of Grace, that is, the Goſpel- 
Church here z and then the meaning is, That 
the Goſpel Church, which is Chriſt's King- 
dom on Earth, is made up of Infants, as well v 
as adult perſons; and this is moſt likely to be 
the meaning : And fo the thing in queſtion is 
clearly proved. Or elſe by the Kingdom of 
Heaven muſt be meant the Kingdom of Glo- + 
ry : Thatis, Children ſhall go to Heaven as 
well as grown Perſons. It fo, Qtill the con- 
ſequence is clear ; if Infants are Members of 
the inviſible Church, then have they an un- 
doubted 


C 5 
pubted right to be Members of the viſible 
urch, 

| grant a Perſon may be a Member of the 
vitble Church, and yet no Member of the 
Viſible : Yet whoever is a Member of the in- 
wifible Church, hath a right to viſible Church- 
mberſhip. 


Argument 5. If Infants are to be received 
Chrift's name , then they do undoubtedly 
long to Chriſt's Church : But we are com- 
anded to receive Infants in Chriſt's name, 
ark 9. 36, 37. — He that receiveth one ſuch 
ebild in my name, receiverh me, &c. Doth Chriſt 
ke them into his Arms, and wou'd he have 
em caſt out of his Church ? Are we to re- 
ive them in Chriſt's name, and do they not 
long to Chriſt, nor to his Church ? See 
Mark 10-13, 14,15. Did Chrift fay all this 
to deceive us? certainly they are viſible Mem- 
rs of thc vihble Church. 
Now if this be fo, that fome Infants were 
ſometimes admitted by God's own appoint- 
ment, and that by vertue of the Covenant of 
_ Orace, vilible Charch- members z 
Then undoubtedly they ought to be bapth- 
_ z for Baptiſm is the only Rice that 
-y Chriſt, who is Head of the Church, 
th appointed for the admitting Members 
& into his Church, Matth. 28. 1, 19. All that 
Dare, or will be Chriſt's Diſciples , muſt be 
= baptized in his name z if any know any other, 
let them ſhew ir. 
| Now 
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Now theſe two Arguments are abundant! 
ſufficient to prove the Infants right to Bap& 
tiſm, and it is needleſs to name any other "8 
But yet becauſc ſome think a thing never pro? 
ved, unleſs much be (iid, and many Arg» 3& 
ments be brought ; 1 ſhall cherefore add ſoindy 
other Arguments; thuugh | ſhail not dwell, % 
nor enlarge on them , «cauſe the nght un-7 
derſtanding of theſe alieady mentioned, will 
give light to what rem4ins. 


— 


CHAP. IV. 


Containing the Third, Fourth, Fifth, 
Sixth, Seventh, Eighth and Ninth 
Arguments for Infant Baptiſm. 


ARGUMENT 1 

F any Infants are Chriſt's Diſciples, the: 7 

thoſe Infants ought to receive the Badg 
a Diſciple , which is Baptiſm ; But fome In- 
fants are Diſciples, 44, 15. 10. Why lay you 
# yoke mpon the necks of the diſciples. Now this, 
Yoke was Circumcifion, as t 1, and v. 5. 
There were ſome that would impoſe Circum- 
cifion on the Diſciples of Chriſt, Now this - 
muſt needs be underſtood of Infants as well 
as others, becauſe that Circumciſtion was moſt 
commonly adminiſtred to lafants ; Therctorc YE 
if Infants are not only meant, they are chiefly 
intended z now that all Diſciples of Chritt 


ought 


© 
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ght to be baptized ; there is a plain com- 
nd for it; and fo a command for Infant 
Baptiſm, Matth. 28. 19, Go therefore teach# all 
jons 4 but in the Greek it is, MaSwrweuls, 
9 diſciple all nations, baptizing them z Infants 
arc Diſciples, as before, therefore ought to 

>Þc baptized. 


ARGUMENT IV. 


If it hath been the conſtant cuſtom of the 

urch of Chriſt all along from the Apoſtles 

ays to baptize Infants, none never denying 

till ome hundreds of years after z Then we 

y rationally conclude it was the praQtice 

the Apofiles to baptize Infants; but the 
r is true, the e the latter. 

* Now that Infant Baptiſm was praftiſed in 
the Primitive Times by the whole Univerſal 
Gatholick Church, is evident. 

% Irenexs, who had ſeen Policarpur, St, Jobn's 

ſciple, and therefore lived very near the 

wpoltles days, faith, Chrift came to ſave and 

dify all forts 3 Bui per enum venaſcuntur in 

m Infantes, &c. All that are born to God, In» 

s, little ener , and Children Born to 

Sod in the Ecclefiaftical Phraſe, is but the 
me with Infant Baptiſm. 

# Tertwllian, who lived about the Year of Re- 

demption 200. moved ſome Scraples about 

#®Baptiſm, yet never denied the lawfulneſs of 

=: And in caſe that the Infant was in danger 

f death, did —— urge it. 


_—_— 


Origen, who lived but little after him,” 


ſpeaks again and again of the baptizing litl: 

Idren, and faith, They received is by Tradi- 
tion from the Apoſtles. 

About 150 years after the death & 


St. John, there was one Fidzs, who railed a. 


doubt, Whether Infants might be baptized 
before they were cight days old, becauſe Cir- 
cumciſion was not to be adminiſtred till then, 
Therefore Cyprian, Biſhop of Carthage , and 
66 more, met to conlider this Cale z and 
agreed, That Infants, recens nati, new born, 
might be baptized. 

And thus we might cite Teſtimonies 


Athanaſius, Chryſoftom, Auguſtin, and many & 


thers, that it was the conſtant cuſtom of the 
Church to baptize Infants. 

Which Cuſtom is (till continued in all th: 
Churches of Chriſt all the world over ;, as ap 
pears in all the Confeſſions of all the Proteſtan 
Churches : As Helvetis, Bobemia, Belgia, Aw 


; Saxony, Wittenberg , Swedeland , Franc | 
CG 


3; and Hiſtories tell us 'tis pr 
Gtiſed by the Ruſſians, Muſcovites, and all th: 
Chriſtians in India , Syria, Cyprus, Meſopots 
mia, Babylon, Palaſtine; and in every part « 
the world where there be any Chriſtias 
Churches planted. 
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ARGUMENT V. 


The Fifth Argument for Infant Baptiſm 
"Is this : 
* 1f the Infants of believing Parents be in 
Auhc Covenant of Grace, and the Promiſe of 


he Covenant do belong tothem; then they 


y, and ought to be baptized. 
But ſuch Infants arc in covenant, and the 
romiſe of the Covenant doth belong to 
, therefore they ought to be baptized. 
* That they arc in covenant as well as their 
arents, is undeniably evident from the te- 
re of that Covenant made with Abrahom, 
hich was a Goſpel-covenant, Gen.17. 7. as 
e have abundantly proved ;z and that the 
Fomiſe of the Covenant is to them, is as 
evident, AQ. 2. 39. The promiſe is to you, and 
to your children ; he means the ile of God 
© Abrabam; the Promiſe of Salvation by 
iſt, which was promiſed both to Jews 
and Gentiler; but to the Jews in the firſt 
: Or (uppoſe the Apoſtle hath reſpet 
oO Jer. 31- 33, 34- or to Joel 2. 26, it al- 
not ce, for thoſe weve all branches 
of the Covenant of Grace, and 
of what was virtually containgd in that fiſt 
Promiſe to Abrabam, Gen. 17. 7.” * 


G 3  ARGU- 
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ARGUMENT VL 


The Sixth Argument for Infant Baptiſm  * 
is this : 4 

If the Infants of one or both of the belic-> 
ving Parents be federally holy, then they 
ought to be baptized ; but the former is true, 
therefore the latter, 1 Cor. 7. 14. By the ho- 
lineſs of Children there, is not meant Legiti- | 
macy 4 4.e. not Baſtards ; ſo they would have 
been, if both the Parents had been Pagans, 

Nor is it meant that they are favingly fan- 
Qihed, but federally holy ; that is, in the 
Covenant of Grace ; and fo had an undeni- 
able right to the Scal of the Covenaat, which 
is Baptiſm. 


ARGUMENT VIL 


<= Seventh Argument for Infant-Baptiſn 
Is this : 

' If the Kingdom of Heaven belong to In- 
fants, then ; ought to be baptized ; but 
the Kingdom of Heaven doth belong, to ſome 
Infants, Matth. 19. 14. Suffer little children t» © 
come to me,” for of ſuch is the kingdom of beaven. 


1. Suppoſe by the Ki of Heaven, is, 
meant the Kingdom of Glory z little Chil- 
dren when they dic ſhall go to Heaverr; this © 
= 4 —_— cannot difallow z for 

lay, :all Children dying in i , are © 
& > ? 


" C31) 
ed z the Infants of Turks, Pagans, Infidels, 
Fapiſts, all forts ; Then if they arc Heirs of 
"Slory, this mult be by vertue of their intereſt 
I, and union with Chriſt ; for there's no 
gather way to Heaven, but by Jeſus Chriſt, 
"14.6. I am the way, the trath, and the 
tz no coming wnto the father but by me : + There's 
Name under Heaven, whereby we can be 
£1, but only Jeſus Chriſt, Now it Infants 
ea 'right to Glory by vertue of their uni- 
with, and intereſt in Chriſt, then have 
y a right to be baptized; if they have a 
ht to Heaven by Chrift, then to receive the 
ge of a Diſciple of Chriſt, which is Bap- 
z no perſon can have any plea for Hea- 
, that had not a right to be baptized, 
1 2. 47. The Lord added to the Church ſuch 
old be ſaved. This adding to the Church 
s$ by Baptiſm, v.41. And let them ſhew 
t can, what right choſe have to Heaven, that 
not, or at leaſt have not a right to be fo 
Ked to the viſible Church. 
” 2, But by the Kingdom of Heaven is oft 
underſtood the Goſpel-Church : So Mat. 22. 
13. 47. 8. 20,21. 11.12 andin moſtof 
r Saviour's Parables: And this is moſt 
ely to be the meaning of this Text, of ſuch 
'& the kingdom of beaven ; that is, the Goſpel- 
Church takes Infants as well as adult _—_ 
oo be vilible Members in it: And then the 
ſeque is unavoidable, The vifible 
urch and Kingdom of Chriſt is made up 
Zof Infants as well — perſons 3 Baptiſm 
: 3 is 


* 
q % . 


-.- 


(32) 
fore they muſt needs be baptized. 
ARGUMENT VIL 


The Eighth Argument for Infant Baptiſm -- 


is this: , 

If Infants are to be received in the name of 
Chriſt, they are to be baptized in the name 
of Chriſt z but Infants arc to be received in 
the name of Chriſt, Mark 9. 36, Whoſo re 
cetveth one ſuch child in my name, receiveth me ; 
to reccive them in the name of Chriſt, is to 
receive them as the Diſciples of Chriſt ; or, 
becauſe they belong to Chriſt : And if they 

t to be thus received in Chriſt's Name, 
as the Friends and Diſciples of Chriſt, then 
they ought to receive the Badge of a Diſciple, 
to have the name of Chriſt named over them 


in Baptiſm, 
ARGUMENT 1X. 


If in our Saviour's time the Head and Ma- 
ſier of a Family was never baptized, but his 
whole Family was baptized with him , then 
Children and Infants ought to be baptized, 
for Ly are a conſiderable part of Fa 
milies. 


But we never read of any Head or Maſter © 


is the Door into the viſible Church, there- 


4 
i 
| 


of a Family baptized, but his or ' their | 


whole Houſhold were baptized with them; 


as Is evident in Cornelizs, Acts 10. and © 
Lydia, * 
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'Lydiz, and the Jailer, Aﬀts 16, So 1 Cor. 1, 


% 


_ 


Objed. But there's no mention of any In- 
Gnts in any of theſe Families. 

* Anſw. No more is there of any of riper 
ars : And it's much moxe likely that there 
as Infants in thoſe Families, than other- 
Wiſc z there is no mention in Scripture of 

hildren of believing Parents baptized at a- 
It age. 
= [ ot multiply no more Arguments z by 
Meſe the unprejudiced Reader will be abun- 
) FRantly ſatisfied, that Infant-Bepriſm is God's 

dinance. 


5 
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CHARY. 


Shewing that the Dottrine of the Ans- 1 


baptiſts, in excluding Infants from- 
Baptiſm, and ſhutting them out of the 


viſible Church, makes all Infants to be 


of the viſible Kingdom of Satan, and | 
ſo leaves us no well-grounded hope of 
the ſalvation of any dying in infancy; 


and is therefore to be juſtly abhorres 
4 falſe Dottrine. 


Argum. 1. Hat Doctrine that makes al! 
Infants to be of the viſible 

Kingdom of the Devil, is falſe Dodrine, 
But to deny Infants Baptiſm, is to deny 
them to be of the viſible Church of Chriſt; 
and if they are not viſibly in the Church « 
Chriſt, they are viſibly out of it, and of the 
Kingdom of the Devil z there is no third or 
middle ſtate on Earth between the viſible 


Kingdom of Chriſt , which is his Church, 


and the Kingdom of the Devil ; and all men 
and women, and Infants too, are viſible Mem- 
bers of the one or the other. If any know 
of any middle ſtate, let them ſhow it z Chriti 


and Satan ſhare the whole world between © 


them z and if Infants arc not viſibly in the 
Kingdom of Chriſt, they are viſibly in the 


Kingdom of the Devil; the conſequence is * 


unavol- 


| (3s) 

avoidable : what barbarous uſage is this to 
wr poor Infants! Chriſt commands us to 

ving them to him, and tells us,. of fach is 
the kingdom of God 3; and the Anabapriſts per- 
verſcly thruſt them away from Chiilt, and 
"from the Church of Chriſt, ſet them among 


deans and Intidels, who arc of the Vilible 
(i gdom of the Devil. 


rewment 2. That Dodtrive that leaves us 
well- grounded hope of the Salvation of 
Infants dying in Infancy , is certaiuly 
e Doctrine: But the Anabaptiſts in de- 
ng, Infant Baptiſm ro the Seed of Belie- 
es, Icave us no well-grounded hope of the 
vation of any ſuch dying in Infancy. 

A do nor ſay, That the Anabaptitts do po- 
ely aſſert the Damnation ot all Infants 
gin Infancy, for they do the dire con- 
y, aſſert the certain Salvation of all In- 
fants, even Turks, Pagans, and Jews. 


RV m8 SS > 


nt But | ſay, they leave us no well-grounded 
or } of the Salvation of any ſuch; for if 
le ants ought not to be Baptized, then are 


h, y out of the Viſible Church ; all who be- 
'0 g to the Viſible Church, have a right'to 
N- ptiſm! z therefore in denying Infants Bap- 
wW m, they throw them out of the Viſible 
ift * Ehurch: And let him ſhew, that can tell 
n how, what grounds there are to hope, or 
ped, the Salvation of any out of the Vili- 
le Church. ; 


I grant 
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I grant a perſon may want the engaging 
Sign, and yet have a right to Church-mem- 
berſhip, yea, to Salvation ; fo an Ele& In- 
fant dying unbaptized is ſaved ; though it 
have not the Sign, yet it had a right to it. 

Now without a promiſe we can neither be- 
lieve nor hope, Rom. 15. 4, 13. Epb, 1. 15, 
Eph. 4+ 4. Col. 1.5, 23, 27. Heb. 6. 18, 1g. 

Again, ſuch as God intends to fave, he adds 
to the Church, As 2. 47. 'tis the Viſible 
Church there ſpoken of 3 and ſuch who are 
not ſo added, or have not a right to be fo 
added, let them ſhew, that can, what ground 
there is to hope for their Salvation. And 
thus all well-grounded hope of the Salvation 
of any Infant dying in Infancy, is taken 
away by the Anabaprtilts, 

For thus they argue from Aft. 28. 18, 19. 
None but thoſe who arcT aught, are Diſciples ; 
Infants cannot be Taught, therefore are not 
Diſciples z and rhat this is the only way to 
make Church-members z; and may we not on 
the ſame ground ſay, they cannot be ſaved 
becauſe they cannot believe ? Mark 16. 16. 
He that believes not, ſhall be damned. | appeal 
to all unbiaſſed perſons, whether there is not 
on their own bottom, the ſame reaſon to ſay, 
they are uncapable of Salvation, as of Bap- 
tiſm 3 but there is great rcaſon to believe and 
hope for the Salvation of ſome Infants; for 
as we have ſhewed they are in the Covenant 
of Grace, Gen. 17. 7. As 2. 39. Dent. 29. 
10, 11, 12, 13. they are to be joined in 

ltanding 
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ſanding Church-ordinances, 2 Chron. 20. 13+ 


vel 2. 16. From all which, and much more 
might be ſaid, It's evident ſome Infants are 
Saved, though the Anahaptiſts by their crro- 
neous Dodtrine take away all well-grounded 
hope of the Salvation of any Intants dying 
in Infancy. 


CHAP. yh 
Objeftions of Anabaptiſts Anſwered. 


O0bj. 1, FT F itbe God's Will Infan's ſhould 

be baptized, Why is there no 
Command for it, as there was for their Cir- 
cumcifion ? 


1. The general Command includes Chil- 
dren, therefore there was no ne:d of any par- 
ticular mentioning, of them, 

2. The promiſe is 2s expreſs to Children, 
as to Parents, Acts 2. 39. The promiſe is to you 
and to your Children. 

3. It had been abſurd to have given a new 
Command for Children, ſceing they were in 
the actual poſſeſſion of their Priviledg, and 
had been ſo ever fince Abraham's time, none 
had ever queſtioned their right and title to the 
Covenant. There was no Anabaptiſts in the 
Apoſtles days, nor of many hundred years 


after. . 
Ohj. 2. 
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Ohj. 2. But that Covenant, Gen. 17. 7. 
was a Covenant of Works. 


Indeed fome weak Anabaptiſts have ſaid | 


ſo. 
But it was not a Covenant of Works, for 
that knows no Mercy to fallen Sinners z but 


there is Mercy in that Covenant, that God | 
will be a God to his People, and to their þ 
Secd : It wasa Covenant of Grace, and that F 


the Apoſile proves, Rom. 4. 11. as hath been 
abundantly proved before. 


Obj. 3. Though Infants were then Church- 
members, it doth not follow they are fo | 


now; the Church is now built on another 
foundation. Thus a Preacher among the 
Anabaptiſts lately urged to me. 


Anſ. 1. It this be true, then the Church 
of Chriſt under the Old Teſtament, had a 
different foundation from the Church now 
under the New Teſtament: The Foundation 
is now Jcſus Chriſt z but what was it then? 
What will not Proud and Ignorant men (ay 
to maintain an Errour ! 

2. The Foundation of the Church then 
was Chriſt, and the Covenant of Grace was 
the ſame then as now z only then was but the 
dawning of the day, the darker appearances 
of the Son of Righteouſneſs; but now the 
Sun ſhines in his full ſtrength. Heb. 10. 1. 
Rom. 4+ 3, It, 


Obj. 4 


| 
| 
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0bj. 4. But though Infants were then Viſi- 
ble Church-members, and had a right to the 
{ Sign of the Covenant, God has now calt off 
| the Jews, and fo Infant Church- memberſhip 
is ceaſed. 


* Anſ. The Apoſile afſures us, That Church- 
'* memberſhip, and all other Priviledges, arc as 
| ſure and ample now tothe Believing Gentiles, 
as they were before to the Jews, Rom. 11. 17, 
And if ſome of the branches be broken off, and 
thaw being a wild Olive tree, wert grafted in 
| amongſt them , and with them partakeſt of the 


, root and fatneſs of the Olive tree. 


Obj. 5. But Circumciſion is aboliſhed, 
therefore Infant C hurch-memberthip. 


Anſ. Circumciſion and Infant Church- 
memberſhip, were two things z Circumciſi- 
on was but the Rite of admitting Viſible 
| Members z the Rite is changed , but not 
Church-memberſhip z Baptiſm comes in the 
room of Circumcifhon, Col. 2. 10, 11, 12. 


Obj. 6. lnfants are not capable of the ends 
of Baptiſm, for it's an engaging Sign, and 
ſignifies the waſhing away fin, both guile 
and ſtainz Infants _ uncapable of the 

O 


uſe of Reaſon, mult be {o of Baptiſm. 
Anſ, Baptiſm hath more ends than one : 


1. It's 


= _— - —_ 
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1. It's Chrilt's lifting Sign for admittin 
Soldicrs into his Service, or Diſciples ints' 
his School, or Sabjccts into his Kingdom; 
mo this is what Infants are capable of, 


[t's an engaging Sign, wherein they are 2 


by A or other, engaged to God, and | 
this they are capable of alſo. 
3. The inward Grace thereby ſignified, as} 


Pardon, Juſtification, Sandtitication, Adop- |: 


tion, theſe Infants are capable of, otherwile 


they could not be Saved, and it theſe are not, | 


the Sacrament may be without them. 

4. A lcale tor years, with a Covenant to 
a Child that undertiands it not, may be of 
great uſe : So Baptiſm, though at preſent the 


Child underitands nothing ot it, yet it may} 


be, and to converted Believers is of great uſe 
afterwards, and Godly Parents at preſent 
have the comfort : For God herein hath pro- 
vided for the comfort of Parents. 


A Perſon may be Baptized that is not | 


capable of all the ends of Baptiſm z one end 
of Baptiſm is to waſh away Sin, &c. this was 
an end Jeſus Chriſt was not capable of, and 
yet he was Baptized. 

6. Thoſe Infants Chriſt took into his Arms 
and Bleſſed, and thoſe Circumciſed at Eight 
days old, knew no more of the benefits they 
received, than ours do now z they were no 


more capable of Faith and Repentance, than 
ours are; and yet they entered into the Coye- 
nant of Grace, Rom. 4. 11. 


Ohby. 7. 
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Obj. 7. But we have no expreſs Command 
in the New Teſtament to Baptize Infants. 


Anſ. 1 have ſhewn there needed none 
7 their Ptiviledg had been fetled many Ages 
4 | before, and never queſtioned by any, nor 

1 repealed by Chriſtz their former Right 
| continuing tirm, As 2. 39. the general 
| Command includes them. 


Ohj. 8. But if they had a Right, we might 
expe to tind ſome Examples of their Bap- 


o | ing, 
: Anſ. 'Tis manifeſt that Believers houſholds 
'| were Baptized with them, Ads 10. Ads 16, 


15,16, 33. and it no Infants are mentioned, 
' ſo neither any Children of Believing Parents 
Baptized at Age 3 and we have much more 
reaſon to believe there were Infants in all, 
| or ſome of thoſe Families, than any have to 
think there was none. 


> 


— WW wo = 


Obj. 9. The Baptiſm of Believers is come 
in the room of Infant Church- memberſhip. 


_— 


Anſ. it hath been abundantly proved, that 
\ | Infant Church-memberſhip was no Ceremo- 
ny, or Type; it any fay it was, let them 
prove it : Thercfore as it was never aboliſhed, 
nor Infants never unchurched, nothing can 
be faid to come in the room ot it. 


2, That 
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2. That Baptizing Adule Believers ſhould 


exclude Infants, is as it the receiving and 
Circumciling the Gentile Profelytes into 


the Church of Iſrael, had been a means | 


to have unchurched their Infants, which 
for any to athrm, would be extremely ridi- 
culous. 


Ohbj. 10. How can Infants covenant with 
God, or be engaged by this Sign? or where 


doth God engage Parents to promiſe any |. 


thing for their Children ? 


Anſw. That Parents may, and ought to 
covenant for their Children, plainly appears, 


1: From Nature, Lex nature eft, Lex Det 1; 
may not Parents take a Leaſe for their Chil- 
dren? who buyeth Lands, and not for him- 
ſelf and Heirs? are not Children bound by 
thoſe Ties? and then much more to God. 

2, From Scripturc, Demt. 29. 10, L1, 12, 
13. here you may fce the Parents Covenant, 
not only tor their Children then preſent, but 
unborn, and thcy were by Circumcifion to 
enter them into Covenant, ſo Dext. 26. 
17, 18. and hath the Goſpel taken away the 
Parent's Right in his Child? 


Ohbj. We promiſe what we cannot per- 
form. 


An. 
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Anſ. We promiſe to educate this Child 
for God, to inſirut him in Goſpel truths 3 
leaving the renovation and fanQtitication of 
the Heart to God, who works when, on 


| whom, and by what means he plcaſeth, 


May not a man covenant for himſelf and 
Heirs to pay a yearly Rent? and what fol- 
lows in calc it be not paid, but forfeiture of 
his Leaſe, and that from the perſon that 
ſhould have paid it? 


Ohj. 11, If Infants muſt be baptized, why 
may they not as well receive the Lord's 


Supper ? 


1, If there were that Scripture-proof to 
adminiſter the Lord's Supper to Intants, as 
there is for baptizing them, we would do it, 
when they have as clearly proved the one, as 
we have the other. 

2, Baptiſm is the initiating Seal of enter- 
ing into the Church , which Infants being 
Diſciples of Chriſt, are capable of ; the Lord's 
Supper is the contirming Seal to be admini- 
ſired only to grown Chriſtians ; theretore 
Infants have a right to the one, but not 
to the other. 


 Ohj. 12. If Infants ought to be baptized, 
oy is it left ſo dark in the New Teſta- 
nt * 


D Anſ. t. 
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Anſ. 1. It's not dark, which admits of 
ſuch clear proof as you fee this doth. 

2. That all Chriſt's Diſciples ought to be 
baptized, is not dark, Matih. 28. 19. Infants 


are Diſciples z theretore 'tis plain they ought |? 


to be baptized, 


O0hj. 13. The baptizing perſons before they 
know, occalions much grols Ignorance, 


Anſ. 1.. Chriſt is the occafion of the ruin 
and damnation -of thouſands, for he was 
ſer for the fall, as well as the riling of 
many in Iſrael, Luke 2. 3, 4. but had it bcen 
better the world had had no Chrilt ? 

2. The Goſpel is the favour of death to 
many z had it been better then we had had 
no Goſpel ? What will not the wicked take 
hurt by? 

3. Let them ſhew what in Baptiſm tends 
to breed Ignorance z, ls the entring a Boy's 
name in the School the-way to breed him in 
ignorance ? if a Child's name be put into a 
Leaſe, is this like to hurt him? what harm 
is it to be in Chriſt's Family from our 
youth ? 

Nay, the contrary is the way to breed Ig- 
norance and Prophaneneſs; tor how many 


fad Examples have we among the Anabap- | 


tilts, who retuting to dedicate their Intants 
to Chriſt, they are ignorantly and bruitiſhly 
brought up, live and dic lixe Pagans. 


Thus 


} 


| 
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Thus it hath been proved abundantly, 
that Infant Baptiſm is God's Ordinance 
that the Infant Seed of Believers were once 
taken into the Church as viſible Church- 
members ; that Chriſt owns them, &e. there- 
fore they ought to be baptized; that it's a 
falſe and dangerous Doctrine to deny them 
Church-memberſhip and Baptiſm. 

Enough hath been (aid for the fatisfation 
of thoſe who are ſeeking Truth; ſuch who 
wilfully ſhut their Eyes, it's in vain to ſet 
light before thein, becauſe ſeeing they ſee, but 
do not underſtand ; and hearing they bear, but do 


not perceive. 


There's one thing more remaining, viz. 
The right manner of baptizing z that ſhall 
next be diſpatched. 


D 2 CHAP. 
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CHAT. VI 


Shewing that Waſhing , Pouring , or 
ot herwiſe applying Water to the Bo- 
dy, is the right way of Baptizing ; 
and not Dipping, as now uſed by the 
Anabaptiſts. 


HEN the Anabaptiſts ſpeak of Bap- 

tizing , as *tis now done generally 
by all the Reformed Churches,they do it with 
much ſcorn and contempt, and can ſcarcely 
do it in any other terms, than Sprinkling z 
They fay we may as well ſprinkle a Lamb, 
nay a Dog, or a Cat, as an Infant; what 
Chriſtian Ear doth not abhor ſuch Lan- 
guage ! 

Our Proteſtant Divines uſually define Bap- 
tiſm thus z it is a walhing in, or of water, 
or an applying water to the Baptized : Or 
by ſprinkling the Baptized in the Name of 
the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt. None, 
lay the Anabaptiſts, are rightly baptized, 
but ſuch as are dipped or plunged over head 
in the water 

To this 1 anſwer three things. 


t. That which is a plain breach of the 
Sixth Commandment, Thow ſhalt nt tl], is 
no Ordinance of God, but a moſt heinous 
Sin z but dipping over-head in cold water 

in 
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in theſe cold Countreys, is a plain breach of 
the Sixth Commandment, T box ſhalt not kyll ; 
which forbids the taking away of our own 
Life, or the Life of our Neighbour unjulily, 
or any thing that tends thereunto: Now dip- 
ping in cold water tends to the taking away 
Life, as many have found by experience, who 
have contracted ſuch Diſtemp*rs in dipping 
as have haſtened their Deaths: Therefore 
the fo doing is a great Sin. « 

2. The Greek word Be#fiZw, though it be 
derived from Be, to dip or plunge, yet it's 
taken for any kind of waſhing or cleanting, 
where there is no dipping, Mat. 3.11. Mark 
7. 4. and it ſometimes fignihes ſprinkling, 
yea to baptize by ſprinkling, 1 Cor. 10. 2. 
They were all baptized unto Moſes by the clond in 
the ſea; all the world knows a Cloud doth 


bur ſprinkle, Heb. g. 10. divers Wathings or 
Baptiſms, *tis evident the Apoltle means the 
ſprinkling of Blood , Exod. 2g. 20, 21. and 
the Law of cleanfing the Leper , Lev. 14. 
4, tO 9. 
3. _ ſprink'ing, or pouring water 
v 


upon the , aptly repreſents the thing 
tignified, and the Sign necd not exceet the 
thing fignified. The waſhing away Sin by 
the Blood of Chriſt is the thing ignited in 
Baptiſm, and this the Holy Gholt delights to 
expreſs by waſhing , ſprinkling , or pour- 
ing out water, Pſal.5 1.7. Ezike36. 25. Zec- 
12. 10. 1 Cor. 6. It. Tie:-3-5%. 1 Fe. 1. 2. 
H-b. 9. and 12. 24- 
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94, But did not the z. poſtles baptize by 
dipping,? did not Philip anc the Eunuch go 
down into the water ? 


inf. 1. it was never yet proved that per- 
ſons were then dipped. As for Philip's Bap- 
tiſm, AQ, $. 35. the particular manner is not 
expreſt, neither can it be colleRed z neither 
doth the Greek Prepolition ««e, neceſſarily fig- 
nity gding into, but rather unto the watcr, 
as it's frequently rendered in other places, 
Matt. 15.24. &s, wnto the loft ſheep: So in all 
theſe and many other places, Matth. 26. 10. 
Fobn 6. 9. 13.1. 1 Cor. 10. 2. 2 Pet. 4. 7. So 
that into, and out of the water, ſcems to be 
no more than unto, and from the water. 
Travellers tell us it was in the Village Beth- 
ſara, where was a very fmall! Fountain, not 
ſufficicnt to dip in. 


2. The Multituade John and the Apoſtles 
baptized , it's highly probable ir was never 
done by dipping, Matth. 3. 5, 6. nay almolt 
impoſſible it ſhould, for theſe two Reaſons. 


1. The extream ſcarcity of water z water 
was extream ſcarce in thoſe hot Countreys, 
that there was not water to dip ſuch multi- 
tudes in ; Enon, where Jobn was baptizing, 
there was not much water; Awoy, is but Ocx- 
Iws, an Eye, @ very little Fountainz none in 
probability to dip a multitude in. And fo 
ikewile As 2.41. when Three thouſand 
: perſons 
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perſons were baptizcd z St. Peter began to 
preach about the ti\ird Hour of the day, 
which was about Nine of the Clock ; theſe 
Three thouſand were converted by this Ser- 
mon, and were all baptized the ſame day 
it muſt needs be for on betore they began 
to baptize, and there was no River near Je- 
ruſalem but the Brook Cedron, which Travel- 
lers tell us, was in Summer but a dry 
Ditch, therefore 'tis highly improbable that 
cither John or the Apoliles baptized by dip- 
ing. 

: 2. From the multitude of people that were 
baptized : We do not tind Juba had any to 
help him to baptize, and is it likely he could 
dip fuch multitudes ?. and is it to be imagin- 
ed that Three thouſand perlons could be con- 
verted ;z prepared for, and be baptized, by 
dipping, in a few hours, 


3. If they were dipped, it muſt be cither 
naked, or in their Cloaths. 


1. Ic's very unlikely they were dipped na- 
ked, for this would be very immodett tor Mi- 
niſters to baptize Women and Maids naked 
a means to {tir up lutt and unclean Aﬀecti- 
ons, and fo a breach of the Seventh Com- 
mandment, Thow ſhalt not commit Adultery 
which forbids all unchaſt thoughts, words 
and actions 3 now to look on a Woman's 
nakedneſs is an unchaſt ation, expreſly for- 
bidden, Lev.20. 17. and for this reafon God 

D 3 would 
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would not have the Prieſt go up to the Altar 
by ſteps, Gen. 28. 42. 

Beiides, there was a mixt multitude of 
men and women baptized together; and it 
they were naked , they mult ſee one ano- 
ther's nakednels, which would have been 
an horrible reproach to Religion. 


2. If they were dipped in their Cloaths , 
it was cither in all their Cloaths, or ſome 
provided tor the purpole. 

It in all their Cloaths, is it at all likely 
that they ſhould go up and down in the 
wet Cloaths ; and that would not be dip- 
ping, to ſpeak properly, but ſoaking. 

Or was it in ſome Cloaths only ? as fore 
light Under garment, or fomcthing provi- 
ded for the purpoſc ? there would be much 
immodetty in it, and it wou'd be little better 
than naked : Beſides, Where muſt this mul- 
titude have Cloaths for the purpoſe ? muſt 
they go home and fetch them, and provide 
them ? tor they defigntd no ſuch thing when 
they came together, nay, many of them lived 
at a very great diſtance. 

Let mens Imaginations work which way 
ſoever, it will appear extreamly unlikely 
that there was any dipping in their bapti- 
zing z that which is molt probable, is, 1 hat 
7Jobn the Baptiſt, and the Apoſile, went unto 
the water, or it may be, into it, with their 
Feet, wearing nothing but Sandals, and fo 
with their Hands did take up water and 
ſprinkle, 
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ſprinkle, or pour on the perſons to be bap- 


! med. 


And how much leſs probability is there, 
that in the baptizing of Houſholds, as the 
Jailor's in the night, Lydia, Cornelis, and 
others, that there was auy dipping ? 


4. If it were clearly demonſtrated, which 
never was yet done, that perſons were bap- 
tized by dipping; yt weuld it be proved 
but occaſional in thoſe hot Countreys. 

There is no Precept or Command for it ; 
and therefore it would be no way binding 
to us, no more than our Lord's adminiſtring 
his Laſt Supper in an Inn, and in an upper 
Room, in the Evening, to none but men 
and Minifters, doth oblige us to do fo; 
Chriſt having no- where appointed the quan- 
tity of Watcr in Baptiſm, no more than the 
quantity of Bread and Wine in the Lord's 
Supper. 'Tis neither the quantity of Water 
in the one, nor of Bread and Wine in the 
other, that gives cfticacy to the Ordinance. 


Obj. Bur if it be God's way, we muſt 
do it, whatcver be faid againſt it. 


Anſ. This is but to beg the queſtion 
moreover, we have proved it is not God's 
WAY. 


Obj. But ſay they, The figniticancy is not 
ſuſhciently exprefi , unleſs we are dipped in 
the 


(52) 


the water, Rom, 6. 4. We are buried with bim 


by baptiſm into death, which place the Ana- 
baptiſts produce to prove Baptiſm by dip- 
ping, as alſo the necetlity of it ; whereas i nei- 
ther can be hence proved, 

The Apolile's delign there, is to engage 
Chriltians to forſake and put off Sin, as is evi- 
dent, v, 1. the argument he uſes to enforce 
this 15, That in their baptiſm they were baptized 
into Chrift, into the likeneds of bis death, and 
were {+ buried with him in baptiſm, v. 3,4. (o 
that as Chrilt dyed tor hin, by their Cove- 
nant-engagement they were to dye to lin, 
and riſe to newneſs of life : So that what the 
Apofile here argues from, is our Baptiſmal 
Covenanting with God, which doth not nc- 
ccſlarily ſuppoſe Dipping. 


Obj. But the Apoſtle alludes to the Cufiom 
of going under the Water, 


Anſ. How doth that appear? they muſt 
prove the Cuſtom, before they can prove this 
1s an allufon to the Cutiom ; fo that this 
Text doth not prove the Cuſtom z and the 
Apolilc's diſcourſe may be well underſtood 
without it: And it the Cultom be owned, 
yet the neceility oft Dipping doth not thence 
tollow. 

Other Scriptures allude to Sprinkling ; 
we may as well thence infer, the abſolute 
neceflity of the Cuſtom of Sprinkling , as 
2 Cor. 10. 2. where it's ſaid, That the Chil- 
dren 
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dren of Iſrael were all baptized wnto Moſes in the 
md, and in the ſea, Or as the words may be 
zead together, with M ſes by the cloud in the 
ſea, & {mv times being fo rendered, Laky 4. 
1.0 Ts Triuen, by the Spirit ; fo they were 
Baptized by Sprinkling ( tor a Cloud doth 
but ſprinkle ) by the cloud, i. e. by Chriſt 
who was this Cloud, or elle appearcd in this 
Cloud, as is evident frum Exod. 13. 21, 22. 
this was at lealt a figure and type of Baptiſm ; 
and in ſeveral other Texts, 


APPLICATION. 


S this fo, That that Covenant of Grace 

made with Abraham, whereot Circumci- 
hog, then was, and Baptiſm now is the Seal, 
is Wm which comprchends all Belic- 
vers, and all their Children ? 

Here is then a Fourtould uſe to be made 
of it; 


3. Exhortation. 


i, Of Information. 
4. Confolation. 


2, Examination. 


1. Uſe ſhall be of Information in three things. 
1. This informs us of the intinite Conde- 
ſcention and Goodnels of God, that when 
the hrit Covenant of Works was violated, 
and the way to Heaven for ever barr d up a- 
gainſt the Sinner, there being no poſlibility 


ot 
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of ever getting to Heaven that way, it ſhould 
pleaſe the Lord to make a new Covenant, 
a Covenant of Grace, a new and living way 
to the Father : O what love and grace is this 
Fobn 3.14, 15, 16. Now the infinite Grace 
of God in this ſecond Covenant, appears in 
theſe two things. 


1. That herein God doth not ſtand on the 
old terms, do this and live; the Law required 
perfect perional Obedience ; but now in this 
new Covenant God is pleaſed to accept of the 
Obedicnce and Righteouſnels of another in 
our ſicad, even Jeſus Chriſt, 2 Cor. 5. 21. 
H: hath made bim to be fin for ws who knewo no fin, 
that we might be made the righteouſneſs of God in 
bim. 

2. That God doth not only command few 
and eafhe things, as the condition of ghis 
New Covenant, vis. Repentance towmrds 
God, and Faith towards our Lord Jclus 
Chriſt, A 20. 21. but doth freely promilc 
his holy Spirit to work theſe and all othcr 
Covenant-qualitcations in us, Ezck, 36. 25, 
26, 27. 

2, This informs us of the infhnite Mercy 
of God to us, that we live under the New 
Covenant, that God ſhould offer Chrilt and 
Salvation in a Covenant-way to us: O let us 
admire Grace! What are we that God ſhould 
Reveal himſelf to us, and not to the world 
Matt. 11. 25, 26. Ithanktbee, O Father, — 
that thou baft bid theſe things from the wiſe and 


prudent, 
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ud prudent, and haſt revealed them to babes : even fo 
nt, Father, for ſo it ſeemed good in thy fight. 


ay 3. This informs us what a fearful Con- 
5 'Þ Jemnation will betall thoſe who refuſe to ac- 
«<F cept of Chriſt and Salvation on Covenant- 
terms, Heb. 10. 28, 29. Hethat deſpiſed Moſes 
law, dyed without mercy ; of bow much ſorer 
puniſhment ſhall be be thought worthy, who bath 
©} crodden under foot the Son of God, and counted 
dF the blood of the covenant wherewith be was ſandli- 
F fied, an wnboly thing, and bath done deſpite to 


ce | the ſpirit of grace. 


l, 2, Uſe of Examination. Is there a Covenant | 
"| of Grace? Then examirec your ſelves what 

my intereſt you have in it; it you are in this Co» 

venant, you are a happy People ; then every 

w | Promiſe in the Covenant belongs to you; but | 
if you are out of this Covenant, your caſe is | 
s | dreadful. | 
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c Qneſt. How may I know whether I am in 
F Covenantor no ? 


EE 


Anſ. 1. Have you done all thoſe things 
1 $ that are neceſſary to an extcrnal vilible Cove- 
v3 nanting with Jeſus Chrilt ? And theſe are 

: 1. Knowledg in, and acquaintance with 
s$ | the Goſpel-covenant; you can never Cove- 
| | nant with Jeſus Chriſt, until you know the 
'F terms, Fobn 17. 3. This is life eternal, to know 
thee the only true God, and Jeſus Chriſt, 


2. Have 
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2. Have you entered your felves into this 
Covenant by Baptiſm? Have you put your 
hand to the plow, and owned Chritt in tha 
Seal of the Covenant ? 

3. Do you live in an awful diſcharge & 
ſuch external and vifible Dutics the Covenant 
requires, fuch as Prayer, Eph. 6. 13. Sandti- 
fying the Lord's day, Attendance on God ir 
all Ordinances, Cc. 

2, Have you thoſe internal Graces, and 
do you perform thoſe internal invilible Dutics 
the Covenant requires If you have, then 
you arc certainly in Covenant, and all thc 
Promiſcs in the Covenant bclong to you, 
Iſa. $7. 15, To this man will 1 lock, mwbich i: 
of an bumble and contrue ſpirit, and trembles at 
”ry word. Jokn 2,16, Matf, 11. 25. Com 
to me you that labour and are beavy laden. Have 
you that new heart, promiſed Ezzk, 36. 26. 
thoſe Graces mentioned Mat. 5. 3, 4, 5, 6. 
if you have theſe in truth, then are you in 
Covenant. 


2. Uſe of Exhortation, Is there a Cov-- 
nant of Grace in which Believers and their 
Chidren arc comprehended ? then be ex- 
horted , 

1. To bleſs and admire Free-grace that 
hath given you ſuch a Covenant « O what 
Mercy is this to us and our Children! that 
God will call our Children his Children; 
and our Sons and Daughters, his Sons and 


Daughters, Ezck, 16. 20, 21, 
2, Live 
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2, Live and a& as thoſe who are in Cove. 
nant, Phil. 1.27. Only le your converſation bt 
ar becomes the Goſpel of Chriſt. 

3. Secure your intereſt in it, and be often 
calling your ſclves to an account whether or 
no you have an interelt init, 

4. Leara to live upon this Coverant; 
fetch all your Comforts and Encourage- 
ments from it in all ditirefſes, Heb. 13.5. Bz 
content with ſuch things as you have, for be bath 
faid, I will not leave thee nor forſaky thee. 

5. Arc yuur Children in Covenant? then 
dedicate them to Chriit in the Covenant, 
has God taken them io? Gen. 17. 7. Ads 2. 
29. then do not you calt them our, but do as 
Hannab did, fixit bega Child from the Lord, 
and Vow a Vow to dedicate this Child to 
God, 1 Sam. 1. 10,11, God calls them his, 
Ezih, 16.20, 21, And will you dare to with- 
hold from God h.s own ? How will you an- 
{wer it at his Tribunal another day ? 

6, O Pray down Covenant-mercy on your 
Children as Hinnzh did, and as Mmics, 
Anſtin's Mothcr did ; O Pray hard for your 
Children. 


4th. Ute of Conſolation; is there a Co- 
venant-grace which comprehends all Belie- 
vers, and all cheir Actions; O Soul! art 
thou in this'Covenant ? then for thy eternal 
Comfort be it ſpoken, 

1. Thou ſhalt never want any Temporal 
good thing, there is Food and and Raiment, 
Pro» 
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Proviſion and ProteQtion in the Covenant, 
Heb. 13. 5. Be content with ſuch things as you 
bave, for be bath ſaid, 1 will never leave thee nor 
forſake thee. 4 

2. Thou ſhalt never finally loſe thy Grace, © 
or be calt out of Covenant, Prov. S. 15. Phil t 
3.6, 1 Pet. 1.23. Fer. 32. 40. And If 
will make an everlaſting Covenant with then, | 
that I will not turn away from them, to do them 
good, but I will put my fear into their beartr, that 
they may not depart from me. | 

3. Heaven and eternal Glory is thine as 
ſarc by this Covenant, as it thou walt alrea- 
dy in it, 1 Jobn 5. 11, 12. This is the promiſe 
be bath promiſed m1, eternal life. 
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